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The court has received and reviewed the response to the motion for
summary disposition and the opening brief. A review of the record demonstrates

that petitioners did not provide evidence at their removal hearing or appeal before
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the Board of Immigration Appedss that they were statutorily eligible for
cancellation of removal. See 8 U.S.C. § 1229b(b)(1)(D); Molina-Estrada v. INS,
293 F.3d 1089, 1093-94 (9th Cir. 2002) (holding that because petitioner provided
no evidence that his mother was alawful permanent resdent, hewas not eligible
for cancellation). A motion to reopen is the proper procedural mechanism to
provide information to the immigration agency that was not available at the time
of theremoval hearing. See 8 U.S.C. 8 1229a(c)(6); Azarte v. Ashcroft, 394 F.3d
1278, 1283 (9th Cir. 2005).

Respondent’s motion for summary disposition is granted because the
guestions raised by this petition for review are so insubstantial as not to require
further argument. See United States v. Hooton, 693 F.2d 857, 858 (9th Cir. 1982)
(per curiam) (stating standard). Accordingly, this petition for review is denied.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.



